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^Because of the, Iranian crisis and an overcrowded 
gtjngressional calendar, the Senate debate on the 
g;\LT II treaty is unlikely to begin this year, Senate; 
gources predicted last week. ' I? ' ‘ ,V 

® ; Pro- and anti-SALT maneuvering continues in- 
tensely in the Senate, rbut both siaes now. expect, the 
lloor debate to begin in earnest no; sooner than: Jan- 
uary. It may be- difficult to get a; final vote on the 
teeaty • before 'the ' New Hampshire primary; on Feb. 
C 6 , some Senate- sources say.’:*-' V- 
2 1 Friends and - foes of the* treaty agree; thafecontln- 
ued slippage in the SALT timetable is likely to help, 
the treaty’s opponents more than the Carter admin- 
istration. * 

The Senate majority leader, Robert C. Byrd (D- 
W.Va.), has expressed dismay at the propsect that 
SALT will be on the floor during the presidential 
primaries, but that now appears to be inevitable.: - :i 
Bvrd told reporters yesterday that in view of Sen- 
ate delays on the windfall profits tax bill and of the 
need for a week or so for the Armed Services Com- 
mittee to study -five-year projections'- for military 
spending, it’s only marginally likely that the treaty 
would even be made the pending. Seriaterbusiness 
before the scheduled Dec. 21 adjournment. And that 
final vote wouldn’t come until many weeks, perhaps 
months, into the 1980 session, ; $>$* : .; 5 ■ 

» Some opporients.pf . thd treaty scored public rela- 
tions points last week;’ with, a strategic leak of a/ 
draft report 'thai the' Seriate Armed Services Com-! 
Suttee may consider soon that is sharply critical, of 
&-VLTII. . i -$$^1 

Aides to senators hostile to SALT II leaked the 
document,, a 31-page report jyrltten : by. staffers 
J^bich had noeofflclal; status,’ liridteialmedf that 
members of the 17 member committee would en- 
‘Jciprse it. ■ 3 *'' A -v. ■?.’ - <f 

**; At least? one of the alleged :-ll supporters, Robert 
. Sforgan. (D-N.C;),^said he ..would oppose'- the - pro- 
posed report . :ff;& domes "before the; committee; but 
■ ■there appeared ‘to be majority support' for a strong 
!ltiti-treaty ; statement, if the 'committee decides to 
jjrnake any'Statement of this kind. : , ;;,Y : -.i.r - . . . 
“’Treaties are outside the jurisdiction of the Armed 
Services Committee, and some senators, probably 
including Chairman John C. Stennis (D-Miss.), may 
.oppose a committee finding on SALT II. ; 


■' ' Treaty supporters on the committee were angered] 
by the leaks. One;. Gary Hart (D-Colo.), called the | 
leaked draft report “a hoax,’’ since it had no official j 
status, and had not even been. circulated to the full 
committee. 

Numerous aides and other Senate sources said 
(the report was the work of Richard Perle, the re- 
sourceful defense policy aide to Sen Henry M. Jack- 
son (D-Wash.).. Perle acknowledged helping write 
;the report, which he called a “collaborative effort” 
of several Senate off ices. . 

• Behind the scenes last week; the Carter adminis- 
tration continued its efforts to placate senators (and 
'former secretary of state Henry ; A., Kissinger), who 
have demanded increased defense, spending as the. 
price for their support of SALT XL 

Defense Secretary Harold Brown met during the 
week with Sen. Sam; Nunn (D-Ga.) and Kissinger;' 
and with both, Byrd and Stennis to discuss additions 
to the defense budget. Administration officials have 
‘also met with more dovish senators who are unen- 
-thusiastic about increased defense spending to ex- 
plain. their position. 

I According tft;weH,-placed sources, the president is 
likely tt® approve a 3.6 percent real increase, after 
inflation, in the fiscal‘1981 defense budget. This is a 
;rnii ch ,bigger’ increase than Carter planned before 
«cT S e n se; sp e ndi n g. b e c a m e an issue in the SALT d«- 
Jjate.. .(,»• • '• .,..1 . • -•••- v '■ > 

J ^?n the subsequent, four years, these sources said, 
ithe president will probably propose annual in- 
creases of more than 4 percent per; year in defense 
■spending* If ;> appropriated,: ' these Increases could 
Jjxang the "defense budget close to $200 billion a year 
jbj; 1985. However, strong congressional ppposition 
jtft'.such increases is expected." v, -, - . v 

J Titunn declined to say last week what his inclina- 
tions on ; SALT are, adding that he wanted to wait 
Ifor, the president’s final decisions on the defense- 
Jijpdget, which may come this week. 

: Some SALT opponents in the Senate began pro- 
‘ dieting that Nunn would end up supporting thei 
treaty, though, perhaps not with much enthusiasm.] 
Administration lobbyists regard, his support as cru-j 
CiaL. v»i • :.V -•«& ; . -"C M- ;% I 
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